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the cord, is not limited to a single area, but is of wide dis-
tribution. That this perivascular exudation may be so great
as to give rise to obliteration of a vessel with the subsequent
necrosis of the tissue, no one will deny. Having regard to
recent epidemiological and experimental investigation, polio-
myelitis must be considered as an infective process. I am
perfectly prepared to admit that the evidence brought
forward with regard to poliomyelitis during the past years
has made me change the view I expressed in the article
written in 1904, from which Dr. Bastian quotes.
I consider it most important that poliomyelitis, and with
that I include encephalitis, should be regarded as an infective
disease, and treated as such. I hope that the time when it
will be made notifiable is not far distant, for it will only be
by such means that we shall be able to eliminate from the
community a disease which in its effects is so disastrous to
the usefulness and happiness of many lives.
I am, Sir, yours faithfully,
Harley-street, Nov. 28th, 1910. FREDERICK E. BATTEN.
ULCERATING GRANULOMA OF THE
PUDENDA A PROTOZOAL DISEASE.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;In THE LANCET of Oct. 15th, there is an interest-
ing article by Captain R. Markham Carter, I.M.S., on this
subject. He describes as protozoa the bodies found in such
cases by Donovan in Madras, as will be seen on comparing
his descriptions and drawings with those published in the
fourth edition (1907) of Manson’s "Tropical Diseases."
It is of considerable importance that a careful search for
Donovan’s parasites should be made in the places in South
America and the West Indies where the disease-misnamed
"ulcerating granuloma"-is prevalent, as proof is required
of the identity of the diseases so described in different parts
of the world. In preserved material from British Guiana 
have not been able to find these bodies.
I am. Sir. vours faithfullv.
Welbeck-street, W., Nov. 28th, 1910. C. W. DANIELS.
FRACTURES IN THE NEIGHBOURHOOD
OF JOINTS.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,-As a simple surgeon in a colliery district I beg to
express my thanks to Mr. Robert Jones for his timely paper
on Fractures near Joints, and my obligation to THE LANCET
for putting it within my reach. Surgery has recently made
such strides and introduced such innovations that the general
practitioner can only await their trial and sentence by those
whose position and experience entitle them to pronounce
definite opinions upon which he can securely work.
In the first place the scaphoid fractures interested me, as
may 11 paternal Erichsen " and my more modern acquaintance,
" Rose and Carless," left me to find my own courses here ; and
the method of reduction of Colles’s fracture by a specialist is
useful and important knowledge. The treatment of shoulder
and elbow injuries is much at variance with old-established
practice, but it appears to be thoroughly rational if
empirical, and an increased range of aseptic surgery warrants
an increased range of treatment. The importance of massage
and the proper time for using passive movement required
more definite directions ex cathedr&acirc;&mdash;the way Mr. Jones
"saved the situation " for Drs. A and B deselves all com-
mendation.
The frequency and importance of fractures in children
about the hip is fortunately and carefully dwelt upon. Who
of us has not on sundry occasions made his second examina.
tion in trepidation ? Again, the change in method of treat-
ing fractures at the lower end of the femur is very marked I
and, verified by experience, cannot be too strongly urged on
those in, or going into, practice, whilst injuries in the neigh-
bourhood of the ankle-joint have to be confronted often, and
it is well to bear in mind the possibilities with regard to their
&bullet;ccurrence and consequence.
In conclusion, I for one thank Mr. Jones for his lucid
and comprehensive paper and for the interest and help I
have gathered from it.
I am. Sir. vours faithfully,
Blackrod, Nov. 23rd, 1910. J. GOOD, M.R.C.S Eng.
MALINGERING IN THE ARMY.
.To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;I observe in THE LANCET of Nov. 26th that a paper
was read at the meeting of the United Services Medical
Society by Major C. E. Pollock, R.A.M.C., on the above
subject, and possibly it may be of interest if I mention some
actual experiences of my own in this respect. It was
in the year 1897, in July as far as I remember, when
in charge of the Station Hospital at Up Park Camp,
Jamaica. On going the round of the wards for the
first time there were five cases under observation for
epilepsy, all among negro soldiers of the West India Regi-
ment. It immediately struck me as an unusual number, and
to the young medical officer in immediate charge of the cases
I expressed my doubts, but he assured me that he was quite
certain of three of the number. A few days after, as I was
seeing the morning sick, I heard a great commotion in one
of the wards, and on proceeding there found one of the three
on the floor in one of his fits. Careful observation convinced
me it was not genuine, and I so reported to the senior
medical officer. He instructed me to act accordingly, so
after observing all the cases for a fortnight I discharged to
duty the one I had actually seen in the fit.
A few days after, whilst at lunch at the mess, an urgent
message was delivered to me to the effect that a prisoner
at the cells was in a fit. I went over to the cells at once
. 
and there saw the man I had discharged lying on his cot
in a fit. Feeling sure of my ground, I asked the sergeant
: 
to get me a little cayenne pepper. He brought me a
. 
handful, but I selected two or three particles only and
placed them on the lower palpebral conjunctiva of the eye
: nearest to me. The effect was electric, and though
. apparently quite insensible the man jumped out of bed
with the expression, "My King!" " Before leaving I told
: him I would be on duty for the week, and that I could
always cure his fits in that way. Next day I promptly
discharged the other four. There was no more epilepsy
during the time I remained at Up Park Camp ; at least no
epidemics of the spurious kind.
We discovered afterwards that these soldiers bad been
attending a sort of school of instruction at Kingston.
The school not paying, broke up, and there was an end of
the matter. I am. Sir. vours faithfnllv.
J. D. RECKITT, M.D., M.R.C S , L.S.A., &c.,
Lieutenant-Colonel, R.A.M.C. (Ret.)
THE ORIGIN OF THE SOCIETY OF
APOTHECARIES.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR,&mdash;In the report which occurs in THE LANCET of
Nov. 26th of the dinner given by the Worshipful Society of
Apothecaries to the Lord Mayor and Sheriffs of London on
Nov. 22nd your reporter has mistaken the historical allusions
of the Lord Mayor when proposing "The Health of the
Worshipful Master." You report his lordship as saying "in
its early days the society included in its livery grocers, who,
however, objected to associating their business with drugs,
and so they founded a company of their own." I was
present at the dinner. What the Lord Mayor did say was in
accordance with the facts, which are just the other way
about, the Society of Apothecaries having been formed from
the Grocers’ Company.
The first corporate body of which we know anything was
the Gild of Pepperers which came into existence without a
licence, and is mentioned in the Pipe Roll of 1179-80, and
which was allied with the Spicers. This Guild ultimately
fell into difficulties, and in 1345 some Pepperers founded a
new fraternity of Pepperers, which was to include Pepperers
of Soper’s-lane and Spicers of the ward of Cheap, as well as
other members of these two trades or mysteries who dealt in
peppers, spices, and drugs. In 1373 the name Grocer was
first applied to this Company.
In 1428 the first charter was granted by Henry VI. to the
Company of Grocers. In 1562 "the Apothecaries" are
spoken of as "Freemen of the Company "-i.e., Grocers.
In 1607 the third charter of the Company of Grocers
included the Grocers and Apothecaries as one incorporate
body. In 1615 the Apothecaries petitioned the King
